way, from the dimensions provided in MSHA's Report of Investi-
gation (Exh. P-7) at page 2 thereof.

The inspector testified that the Report of Investigation
reflected what he found during his investigation.  He also
indicated that the roof fall covered approximately half of
the entry in which it fell; that some of the roof which fell
landed on a continuous miner and shuttle car which were in
the area; and that there were hill seams present in the sub-
ject location, some three in number, running one side to the
other about 30 to 40 feet as reflected in a sketch contained
on page 3 of Exhibit P-7.  Although at the commencement of
the hearing Respondent challenged the accuracy of the sketch
in a general way, I find that insofar as an evaluation of the
accident scene for purposes of this proceeding are concerned,
the sketch is sufficiently accurate to be accepted as an
indication of the locations of the hill seams, equipment and
personnel involved at the time and place of the accident.
There was no substantial challenge or attack with respect to
the accuracy of the sketch during the hearing.

The inspector also determined that the means of roof sup-
port employed was- that designated in the second paragraph of
the three-paragraph roof-control plan mentioned above, that
is, steel straps installed with roof bolts.  Steel straps
and roof bolts were found at the place where the roof had
fallen. The inspector testified that in his opinion the
Respondent was not in compliance with the plan since it did
not use cribs or timbers; that any fracture in the roof is
"abnormal" and that in this respect he disagreed with the
Respondent's safety director, Gordon Couch, with whom he had
a conversation on October 31, 1979.  According to the inspec-
tor, Mr. Couch's belief was that hill seams were normal
because of their prevalence throughout the mine and in the
section where the accident in question occurred.

With respect to the second alleged violation, the
inspector testified that he was told by day shift foreman James
Napier that he, Napier, had asked for a test hole to be drilled,
The inspector, during his investigation on October 31, 1979,
also conversed with the roof bolter on the day-shift, Stanley
Roark, who told the inspector that he was directed by Foreman
Napier to drill a test hole but that he did not.  The inspector
testified that on November 31 he looked for a test hole but
could not find one.

The No. 18 Mine has two production shifts each day, the
first from approximately 7:30 a. m. to 3:30 p.m. and the
second from 3:30 p.m. to 11:30 p.m.
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